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REMARKS 

Applicant has asnended Claisns 1, 2, 8, 10, 11, 17, If, 2D and 
26. 

In ths Final Office Action inailed July 7, 2007, Examiner 
rejected Claims 1-6^ 8, 10-15, 17, 19-24 and 26 un<ier 35 USC 101 
&s being non- statutory, Ei&aminigr indicatGf<3 that the invention as 
claimed appears to he directed to a compute:r program. Applicant 
hm aweaded th^ claims to clesrly show the claims are dis'^cted, to 
a computer system, Furt'herifio-re the ijadependent claiciis. 

Applicant further suhm.its that the amended claimed computer 
system, perfoms a, tangible action artd is therefore statutosry 
subject matter as shoT^m at least in the independent claim 
limitation of; 

'^the computer system, performing the identified 
autonosnic action., the autonomic action coitipri sing- 
any one of : 

configuring the coKiputer ©ystesKi.; 

op-ti Jul zing functionality of the computer 

system; 

recovering the computer system from a 
mt 1 f unc t i on ; or 

protecting an environment of the 
cojttputer system, " 

E^caF^iner furthermore rejected Claiisi 3B under 35 USC 112 
first paragraph for the limitation, of *an autonoiRic computer 
system method" introducing new subject matter not specifically 
described in th@ original specification, i^piicant assumes 
Examiner is referring to Claim 1 as there is no Claim .3S in the 
application. Applicant disagrees. Autonomic computer system is 
associated with the Autonomic cofic^iiting environment in, paracfrapli 
S and 6; 
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[00051 Souse characteristics of AutonoiBic 
consputing are that an AistonoJttic computer sy&tem 

should : 

"Know itself" and cosnprise components! Uiat also 
possess a system identity? 

Configure and recoiif igurs itself rnider varying 
and unpredictable coi^ditiOii;g; 

I^evec settle for the status quo — it always 
looks for ways to optimisse its wordings ; 

Perform something akin to healitig it muse: he 
able to recover from routine aM. eixtraordiriary 
events that might cause some of its parts to 
malfunction; 

Be an esEpert i n self -protection — a virtual 
world is no less dangerous than the physical one; 

Know its environment and the co-ntesct 
surrouiiding its activity, and acts accordingly; 

Function in a heterogeneous world and implesrserit 
open standards - it cannot exist in a hermetic 
environment ; and 

Anticipate the optimiiKea resources needed while 
keeping its complexity hidden. 



[00061 AEt. Autonomic computer system 

therefore, should be self -configuring; 
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Self -protecting; Self ■"bealiiig; snA 
S&l f - op t trai 2 i ng , 

Ho'sS!wer, in th^ intrest of aava.ncirig the prosecution. Applicant 
has amended Claim 1 to refer to consputer system isetiiod-^ rather 
tlian ^a.n autonomic coifiputei- system method* 

Applicant suJmits that the amended claiiEis are allowable, which 
allowance is respectfully requested- 

It is respectfully submitted that th.& application is in 
condition for allowance, which, allowancig ijs respectfully 
re(|yested. 



RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED 

/John E Campl>ell/ #52,687 

BY: 

JOHK E. CAMPBELL 
Registration Mo- 52^687 
Phone: 845-433-1156 
Fax:: 945-432-9786 
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